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RE MARKS 

1 he f- \aminet has i ejected Claim 14 undei ' S ( i 12. second paiauiaph as 
bcmg indefinite fot failing to pattteuiatK point out and dj-tmctk claim the subject mattes 
uhtch applicant iegards as the m\ ennou Speetikalh the I Aamsuei has slated that 
1 Claim I \ iccite^ the limitation 'thud file format' and 'fouith file fot mat m the first and 
second element have not been defined," 

Applicant respectfully disagrees and emphasizes that C laim !■■! is dependent upon 
Claim I . which describes an ' electronic file having a first file format /' and "converting 
the certain electronic file to a second file format " (emphasis added), as claimed Thus, 
applicant's claimed " second electronic file having a third file format /' and "convening 
the second electronic file to a fourth file format" {emphasis added 1, as claimed in Claim 
14, is definite. 

1 he Kammet has ie|eeu.d( 'asms 1-10, 12-16 1^-21 24- W -2->4and^-^ 
undei S( 102{f) as being anticipated b\ Stew ait el at (I s Patent Vo o°0i c l c » 
In addition the F\ammet has ie|ected( hum-, 17 22, 2_> and 40 umki S < lUHa! 
as heima unpatentable o\et Stew ait, in \ie\s of \achenbeiL et ai (I S Publication No 
2u() > (lO^SoSO} Applicant icspcctbtlK d<sagsees with such rejections, especiallv m \ tew 
ol the amendments made heietnahose to each oi the independent claims Speciikalh 
applicant has amended the independent claims to at least substantial include the subject 
mattu ol jojmei dependent ( hum 22 

W Hh t expect to the mckpeudeiit C lanns I 2S and 3f> the i \ammei has iched 
upon Col 3 lines ^o-M fiom the Stew ait releience to snake a puot an showing of 
applicant's claimed 1 com ei ting the cettam eL\tiomc file to a -ecoitd file fot mat ha\ mg a 
second file extension that is difleieut horn the fust fik extension of the fn^t tile lot mat 
(see tins os similai but not ucces-auh identical language m the afoiemems.med 
independent claims ). 
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\pphumt tespeuhilh as>cit> that the exceqn ttom Mew at t Tel ted up<">n b\ the 
txammei mereh disclose^ that tit the e-mail contain;- an attachment w tth an extension 
thatis nut m eithci the dtsappt <ned' ut appuncd h->ts the cntne attachment ts passed 
thtiutjih a comei^on ptotcss (20M that eliminates ail csecmahic icdt, ka\ m i. onl\ 
aipitaniintuic ttsisvtge text (emphasis added) Howe\.u, met eh eliminating all 
executable eodt kauris onh alphanumeric nessaue text tor an attachment vurh an 
extension not in the disappuned ut appto\ed lists, as m Stewart fails to suggest 
1 convening the cettam elections the to a setotul file iotmat ha\ tne a c etond tile 
extension that dtttctent *tom the fttst 01c extension of the fust File fointat {emphases 
added) .is Jatmed b\ applicant ( Icath tentos tng executable -.<xle leax nig oui\ 
alphanumeiic message text ts m Stew ait otmpk fails to e\en suggest ' com citing to a 
second file futniat luuni.u a semnd hie externum that is dtttctent fiom the tnst hie 
e\tcn->Km (emph isis added) asc.amedbx apphtant 

\\ ith tespect to the subject mattet oi \)imei C hum 22 (now at least substantial 
incotpoiafed into each oi the independent clatim) the Fvjmtnei has tched on Patamaphs 
1 000 ^ J at id [0t)s I j trom the \achenbeig tett.utte to make a pnoi att show mg of 
applicant's damied technique "nheiein it Ji? detei mined it the hibt file tot mat ts one oi a 
woid ptncesstng file h if nut t\pe ard a gtaphtes File toinut t\pe, The second file iomut 
being at kast one of a !\l file tot mat a R IF file tot mat without embedded objects and 
a H !ML Jtk lotmat without sutpts d it t" deratntned that the inst tile tonnai i- the woui 
pioce->stnL ilk toimat t\p^ the second hie ionnat being at least otu of a JPB tile foimat 
a BMP file format, a GIF file format, a HTML file format without scripts, and a JPEG 



fiie format if it is determined that the first file format is the graphics file format, type'' {see 
this or similar, but not necessarily identical language in the independent claims). 



virus, in the broad sense that the term : 
specification and claims, is any ra«licio' 
code that has the potential to infect 
files or damage computer systems in any way. Computer viruses 
typically reside in executable co:-5pu;;er code and are activated 




Ives to other computer code 
e.g., Trojan horse type viruses, but they allow a hacker in a 

[0003] 



"In alternative embodiments, besides performing access control 

control module 203 may also perform other functions to protect 
computer network 1. For example, if access control module 203 is 
installed on an E-mail gateway server 3 of computer network 1, it 
performs E-mail filtering functions for computer network 1. When 
access control system 200 enters into an aies:c tnode warning cf. an 
imminent virus attack, 

allow the E-mail bodies to be forwarded to recipients 2, 

For < 

SCKipt or 
mail bodies are < 

PowerPoint presentation 




\pphcant iespccu'olh points out that the Nachenberu excerpts Tehed upon b\ the 
Lxammei mereh teach that ' a computes \ mis max be buried in an L\L ui i OM h\c a 
Jaxa <-uipt file embedded m an email in 11 1 Mi lot mat ot a WORD macro template 1 and 
that the access contjol module 'Tiitets ail incoming 1 -mails fot executable fiie 
attachment-" and '\>trip[s| ail executable attachments ftom the F-mads " t>o th<it potential 
\iuises aie " automatical Kmoxed f Vichenbeiu. Paragraphs j 000 ^ 1 and [00^ 1 ]} 
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Ho*.ve\ei. applicant KspectiuiK asseits- ihat aeneraiK disclosing that ' a computet 
wtus max be htined in an FXf ur COM hie, a Jaxa senpt file embedded m an email in 
II 1MI foimat 01 a \\ ORD macto template ' in addition to using an act-ess *.ontio! 
module that "filteto all incoming t -masio for executable attachments," and then 'Ntnpjs] 
all executable attachments,' as in Vichenbem m no v\av teaches oi suggests applicant's 
claimed technique '\\hcscsn ft is determined if the fust tilt* foimat is one of a void 
pioees^niy file foimat tvpe and a graphics file fonnai t\pe the second file format being, 
at least one ot a IXC HL format, a R 11 file -'ormat v uhout embedded objects, and a 
Hi ML isle format without scripts if it is determined that the first file format is the 
word processing file foimat type the second file format hemg at least one of a JPB tile 
Tot mat, a RMP file lot mat, a ulF file formal a HTML file format w uhout .scripts, and a 
,lPF(i file format tf it is determined that the first file format is the graphics file 
format type " {emphasis added) as claimed b\ applicant Ciearh sttippiny an 
cxecmabie attachment is om an 1 -mail to eliminate a \uu<-, a,- ni Nachenbeig. fat!,-> to 
teach " the second file foimat if u is dete mimed that the fit c-t file foimat is the void 
processing file tounat tvpe ' oi "the second file fottnai il u is deicimined that the iu.-a 
file format is the gra phics file format type ," in the manner as claimed by applicant. 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. 
Fust thete mua* be some suggestion oi motivation enhei in the icfe-renccs themseKes oi 
m the knov\ ledge genet a I lv a\ailab!e to one oi eidmat) <-krll m the an, to modik the 
teference oi to combine icference teachings Second theie must he a leasonahle 
expectation oi access 1 tnallv the prior ait ufetenee (ot references when eombtned) 
must teach ot suggest all the claim limitations fhe teaching ot suggestion to make the 
claimed combination and the tea -enable expectation of success must both be found m the 
pnoi ait and not based on applicant s disclosure In ^ 1 j<.\L 1> 47 F 2d 4^ 20 t'sPQ2d 
1438 {Fed.Cir.I99i). 

Applicant respectful l\ assetts that at least the third element of the/vvw-; fai n> 
case ufob\ loudness has not been met, .since the ptiot art exceipts as relied up<">n b\ the 
f-\ammei, iail to leach oi suggest aj| of the claim limitations, as noted above 1 heiefoie 
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notit-t oi allowance 01 speuhe piun ait show m<> of each of the foregoing Jami 
elements in combination with the temammg claimed featuies is lespcctkiHv tcquc^ted 

Xpphcant fmthc! notes that the pnot ait is also deiiuent -\nh lespect to iIk 
dependent claims \ oi example w sth lespeet 10 (. laim 7 <^ i ejected undei ^5 SO 
102(01 the £ \ammer ha* jolted on C o! i lis es 1S-20 fiom the Stew ait lotorenee to make 
a pik'j an showing: oi applicant s claimed comenmg Oc\ fining at a desktop t«mpMei of 
the intended recipient.' 



Applicant lespeuttdk points out that the Stevsatt CNcctpt ic lied upon bv the 
I viuunei teaches ihe use of a ■sauiiicial P( processor ' iot com ei -ann to a non- 
executable tot mat and further tktvu.cd s irus t^btnit/ follow ma the eons ers-on ot the 
attachment fStesx ait * »1 4 hue! 0 emphasis added) I uithennoje Stewaif di mioses 
that '[\]auiftua! PC pnxei>sint> begins w ith the (menial c-maii attachment being parsed 
to an axatlable sauifiual P( < JOM Ma a data link (10M connecting the Oatekecpci setxet 
f 1 02 } n ith the saci itictai Ft ' t v ( oi 4 Lnes 2^- *2 emphasis added s 

How^sa applicant tespcetiidh asserts that tht use ot a ' sauifictal P( pioccssot 
tor consetMon and anther detailed \ nm testing v heie the ongmal email attachment is 
parsed to die j-auiiicsal Pi s w a data Sink connecting the Oatekcepei set set x*. ith the 
saenfiuai PO a.-> m Stew au tn no \\a\ teat rus that the k comettnu oecui[s] at a desk iop 
computet of the intended lecipiciif {ctnphasi* idded) a* claimed In applicant I leaiK 
passmg tht email attachment to the sactif fuai PO \ ia a data link as m stew at i siinph 
fails to suggest that com etttng oeun t sj <i\ i desktop compute i ot the tn tended teupicnt 
(emphasis added), as claimed by applicant. 
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rhc i\amuKf is itmmded that a claim is anticipated only if each and e\en 
element as set forth in the <J<nm is found, eithei e\pic*sl<> 01 mhetenth descnbcd in a 
<mig!e pnor an lefeience Venk^io! Hk>\ \ L'nion On ( o Of ( ^ti1o>n;a 5>I4 1 2d 628 
2 I \PQ2d }0S1 SO^fJed Cu \5oau\ei the identical invention must he 

shown m a> Lutnplete detail a> contained m the dauu fo t tuinhon \ S/c<'/ \fo*ot 
C<> J«6s> V 2d 1220 12*> <H SPQ2d 1 <> i ^ 1°20 (J ed Cn i'^M i he elements must he 
arranged as required by the claim. 

Still yet, applicant brings to the Examiner's attention the subject matter of new 
Claims 4 1 -44 below, which are added for full consideration: 

"wherein said converting replaces formatting of the certain electronic file 
with new formatting to retain an original appearance of the certain electronic file" 
(see Claim 41); 

'wheiem a notification mditatmg the cettam electronic file represents a 
potential set. m Us risk is sent to the sntukkd reupient m tevponse to the 
determination that the cettam elect tome file tepiesenls at least the potential n->k to 
the secuntv of the computei ostein 1 {see Claim 42}. 

1 wherein a set vet computer foiwauls the com cued elections Hie to the 
intended teeipient in response to a tcqnest tc» \ tew the cettam eleetiomc tile from 
the intended teuptent ' (see ( laim and 

'wheiem a desktop computes of the intended lecrpicnt peifoims said 
conserting of the infected electronic file to the second file feimat puoi to the user 
opening the certain electronic file" (see Claim 44). 

\gam. a notice of allowance ot a piopet pnoi ait show t nit of all of applicant's 
claim {imitations m eonibmaUon with the leinammu claun elements ts t expect fulK 

requested. 



Thus, all of the independent claims are deemed allowable. Moreover, the 
remaining dependent claims are further deemed allowable, in view of their dependence 
on such independent claims. 

In die c-\cm a telephone com erratum would expedite the prosecution of tins 
application die I xanimei ma\ teach the undersigned at {405<» ^0^-5 i 00 The 
Comnussjunei is authorized to charge an\ additional fees 01 credit am o\eipa\meni to 
Deposit VxoimtKo {Otdet No \411P0^2) 

Respectfulh submitted. 
Zilka-Koiab PC 
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